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THE DENVER BAR ASSOCIATION RECORD
of bonds be given and that the sale be
made to the highest responsible bidder
at not less than par. Such requirements
must be followed in the same manner
as all others.
In prescribing the form of bond to
be issued, it is customary to recite
that all conditions precedent have been
fully complied with, that all require-
ments of law have been completely ful-
filled and that the debt evidenced by
the bond does not exceed any constitu-
tional or statutory limitation. The
subject of recitals in bonds is one con-
cerning which there are many deci-
sions. It is interesting to know that
at an early date the law on the subject
was fairly well established by the Su-
preme Court of the United States in
cases concerning bonds of Colorado
counties. A consideration of the law of
recitals is not within the scope of this
article. Suffice it to say in a general
way that if there be statutory author-
ity for the issuance of bonds, if the
bonds are executed and delivered by
proper officers and if they contain the
proper recitals, they are binding on
the municipality which purports to is-
sue them, and the municipality is
estopped to deny the truth of the reci-
tals as against a bona fide purchaser.
Attorneys engaged in general prac-
tice are seldom called upon to exam-
ine transcripts or records of bond pro-
ceedings, but they are frequently con-
sulted concerning investments of var-
ious kinds. Therefore, it is incumbent
upon them to know, at least in a gen-
eral way, the differences between the
kinds of bonds, how the same are se-
cured, and the relative merits or dis-
advantages of each, so that in this day
of wildcat speculators and promoters
they may give their clients the sound
advice to which they are entitled.
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ONCERNING the attitude of the
public at large toward viola-
tions of certain municipal ordi-
nances, it should be interesting to
members of the Bar to consider the
following facts.
At the past jury term in our County
Court there were approximately thirty
cases of traffic law violations appealed
from the Police Court. All of these
when appealed carried sentences of
heavy fines and jail sentences imposed
in Police Court. In none of these
cases was anyone injured and the fol-
lowing is a good example of them all.
John Doe, a young workman born
and raised in Denver, of excellent
reputation and with a wife and three
small children, leaves a party one
night about midnight to go to his
home. He has had a few drinks and
while driving to his residence collides
with a street sweeper, turning his au-
tomobile around. No one is injured.
An officer standing nearby investigates
the accident and determining Doe has
been drinking arrests him. In Police
Court Doe is fined $200.00 and sen-
tenced to jail for 60 days.
It should be remembered that in
appealed cases involving the breaking
of a municipal ordinance, except for
vagrancy, the jury determines whether
the person accused is guilty or not and
also determines on the sentence to be
imposed.
When the above mentioned case was
heard in the County Court, Doe was
fined $50.00. In only one of the cases
appealed was a jail sentence imposed
and the Judge remitted that. In none
of the cases was a heavy fine imposed
when compared with the disposition
of the case in Police Court.
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